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‘he reviow process anc fo recognize the contbutions of viewers to 
scholarship 


Final, we all ow thal radtlonal per review has not pu a stop to whole 
lscilines boing rocked by scandals of fabricated data and uncuestoned 
‘sults, and is possible that opan peor review wil actually help to improve 
the sonlaly record 


‘On a related not, one of aur athe aims wth Colaba isto ge dof the 
‘hrase "poe review ite" which has plagued the type of review that Cliabra 
{nd atner OA tes) employs 


‘We exaractarze our review enterin as beng selective foreedlty 
‘only'—ehecking forthe scentie, methodological, and etal rigor of @ 
‘aper, and removing, as much 9s humanly possible, more subjective 
‘viewing entra or novelty oF antipated impact, Open reviws wil 
‘suppor this mission show that there is nothing “Me” about ths Kid ot 
‘vow (and in fact, sometimes qute the opposto), 


Its too early for us to be abla to Iden specie problems wih open peor 
review for Callabr, although we are aware of studs suggesting thatit 
‘may be harder ta get reviewers and it may length the review te, Our 
limited experiance so far does not suppor either ofthese concerns. 


“The ether cons of open poor (as opposed to double blind) review aro 
clearly to da wit cancems about bis, the highly vaable nature of peer 
reviow, an the ational costs it could impose on an araady overtaxed 
system. 


For example @ reviewer might be worried about openly and eitically 
reviewing a more senior author ard believe thee could be a negative effect 
‘onher own career 


‘Our hope is hat a more open sysiom wil improve te integrity ofthe pser 
‘review process, bu the realty is at any systom wil bo subjoc tothe 
‘blasas of human nature—wo jst think that this s more katy tobe surtacas 
through greater ransparency, 


RP: Does Collabra think that there are occasions when open poor 
review is inappropriate? t's, when and why? 


AM: Aryting raised in poor review ofa confidant nature which dows not 
‘make into the published atte should he cavotuly removed frm any 
‘open peer reviw comments that get published during open review. 


“That sala, we (UC Press) aro not really the drivers of ow open peer reviw 
wil evlve in Callabra a elzewhere, Since Collabra works only with 
‘extemal eitors, editorial policies stould emerge that are firmly basec on 
‘he standards ofeach research community that publishes in Callabra. 


Ir communiydrven majorty standard emerged which stated tat, in 
certain situations, open peer revlew was inapproprats, then we would 
rospect such a docsion. 


RP: Are there any other learning polnts that have emerged as Collabra 
‘has sought fo implement open peer review? 


[AM 1 to0 eat inthe launch of Collaoa to realy be able to comment, 
‘though we have boon ploasarity suprised at authors and rowowors 
wilingnoss to consider the option of open poor revi. Tha seoms lobe a 
great start for this concopt 


1 QRA with Alison Muddlt can be read here, 


here it the Open Aarons 
Wile the tom Open Accass 
(A) nasi ori in 
2002 Budapest Open Acces 
Inv (BOA) ha sorce 
a rate ot OAs be 


2024 (0) 

2022) 

2020 (4) 

2190) 

2018 20) 

2017 08) 

2016 (14) 

2018118) 
Deca) 
Noveribe (1) 
Septaroer (2) 


age 2) 
rents 
Cotabra: 8A 
ih UC Prose 

suly (1) 

June (1 

oy 1) 

Ae 2) 

arch (a) 


Febuary (0) 
204013) 
2018 92) 
201249) 
2011 aay 
2010 0) 
2000 22) 
2008 (14) 
2007 (@) 
2008 @7) 
2005 3) 
2008 2) 


Posie by Retard Payne at 2218 


2 comments: 


‘Stevan Harnad eal 
{3 ay aa que creo ind; ere fea 


1. Theis ane startup jou, nd a gait, and OA 
ow eprasenatwe ot anfting she inial ute rata er peer ever 
‘or valy? for saleabiy or vets? 


2. On what von it stated that mast poor reviw (wth otal 
Journals) mveles author anonymity ana referee anonymity? (My an 
‘ques wou be hat moa utopia eae angry) 


4. The purpote rere anon tank reviewing witout rk of 
revibuon, How does open tevew ensure Ds athe than the 
‘pposte) (Shou leech vtng be open too?) 


4. The purpose of autor nor-anoryiy isto allow referees tak ito 
‘account ho authors rack econ ovat now wore What erence 
Is thoe tat aly contol is good as orator tants curent ovl 
whan ackroar is whl? 


6. Colsora sw megajoumal’ coving many els the anne to 
‘hese quostins aly 1 be the seme ora lis? 


6 Indu ouras, too, nave wackrecords or ua contol 
‘Standard, How dose one detrmne hock recor ofa magloura 
the average acs al fos? 


7 Why open pos vie rater than open peor carmertay folowing 
poe oven, revson and accepanes? (Th elas can be iio > 
‘orament panty to: always dhs whan | xt BES, Ande never 
thesan the ananyiy eaten whan revaning ory ural 


‘ontna otha hand orgie referees of cceped papers th opon of 
boing named a e raaroos sounds ea gooe option. wh ne own 


‘August 13,2015 803 pm 


Neil lnr Christensen aid. 


Its upiae on Colaba snatray not epreseniabv of Mousa ot 
Journal: ost thn of tas teak on th ini uptake ot 
Clare. Don eas more i Were us Shanhg ou expenoncos 
prompisd by Richa’ rors AUC Press ws remind cures that 
‘ran exablahed end proven models are nocoeariyrpresriave of 
{together desl, stable, salable aera. as why 


We no ying fore sgl madel on or autho ets, an 
revere So, we have dlberiel st up adverse model ha gas 
oop the choles tradtonal singe Bld oserreviw cr varus 
‘ogras of open poe raion Over tm his mes may very wal 
‘change, as althingsstul. We ty otto pet or orzo. We siely 
‘ve Boop opine make tar own aocon, and wo shire what we 


‘sitpertect¢ Une, Wes perfect por? Whe wadianel pes reve 
stems have served us wall we canal git tana ony hg patle 
{atures but ote ongoing pressures one sytem, Evauton 
Imgefct and continua, and were rested ose6 same one 
featras wore ofering wis Cora can move us foward: Has Colina 
Iitsrewe we sore? Lite Hast hea nerve th al? We dou 


Wet no searing for 8 uverl aliion (ded, we ink et would 
caice far by aveloking the uigue need ferent ipnes and 
‘Scholl communes) ti we wer ts hadge ou bel, we suspect 
‘rd a net bnetto alin an open networked approach over a sea 
appreacr,mperectonsnleod. Ara, Calabra s an open sccass 
alaboratin nave, 


Followers (119) xu 


Bal | po 


(pan & St? by Richa 
oyna isantedunder 3 
‘Nout Nenconmeras 
NDatve 20 UK: England & 
Woals Lees 

Permissions beyond tne 
scope ons Keone ae 


